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October 13, 2003 

Comrs ione r  Mtchad J. Coppi 
Federal Commurucihons Commssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Deu Michael Copps, 

I am wnung to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast fle technology for diptal 
television. As a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcywould be bad for moviuon, consumer 
nghtr, and the ulhmate adopaon of DTV. 

A robust, competlnve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to mnovate for 
tha r  customers. Mowng mone studios to veto features of DTV-recepbon eqwpment wll enable the studios to 
tell tedmolog~sts what new products they cnn create. ?his will result YI products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me bang charged more money for infanor 
h c t l o d t y .  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less hksly to mplre M investment m DTV-capable 
recavers and other equipment. I wll  not pay more for h c e r  that h t  my n&tr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd television. 'Ihank you for your hme. 

Smcerely, 

Maunao Bayon 
911 ILllcrest Ct 
Umt 127 
Hollywood, FL 33021 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Comrmrsioncr Wchael J. Copps 
Federd Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnttng to voice my opposihon to MY FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast f l d '  technology for dtpd 
television. As a consumer and ahzm, I feel strongly that such a pokcyvould bc bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmntc adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compebbve market for consumer elccbomcr must be rooted in mmufacturers' &Lty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowmg movle studios to veto feahlres of m - r e c 6 p h o n  equipment wll enable the studtor to 
tell technolopts what new products they CM create. T h s  wll result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, and it could masult m me bang chprgad more money for rnfenor 
hchon&ty .  

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less M y  to moke an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other cquipment. I wll not pay more for dcmcer that Lrmt my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag t eho logy  for &@tal telmsion. Thank you for your hmc. 

Sincerely, 

Kathleen Sinnott 
3-54 27th S t  
Far Lawn, NJ 07410 
USA 



To Page 1 of 1 6 53 02 AM, 10/14/03 5413023099 

October 13, 2003 

Comrmrsioner Uchnel J. Copps 
Federal Communicatlons Commssian 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mxhael Copps, 

I am wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast fl& technology for d ~ d  
telemsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel swondy that such a pohcy would be bad for innovauon, consumer 
rights ,  and the u l h m ~ t e  adophon of M'V. 

A robusf compehhve market for consumer electroomcs must be rooted in manufacturers' a U t y  to mnovate for 
thar mstomers. Allowing mome s l d o s  to veto features of M'V-recepaon eqrupment wdl enable the studos to 
tell technologsts what n w  products they can create. ' T h i s  d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me bang c h q d  more money for mfenor 
fuchondity. 

If the FCC tssuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less likely to mnke an lnvertment in DTV-capuble 
recmverr and other equpment. I 4 not pay more for deplces that h t  my nghts at &e behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for d~gtnl dmnon. 'Ihmk you for your tune. 

Sincerely, 

Gnry Piehla 
37774 Cleo Lane 
Randllta, CA 92066 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Comss ione r  Ivhchael J. Copps 
Federal Communlcahons Commssion 
445 12th Streec N W  
Washgton, D.C. 20554 

Deu Ivhchnel Copps, 

1 am wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCGmPndatcd adoption of "broadcast fl& technology for dgd 
telemsion. As a consumer and atizen, I feel suon@y thQt such E polcyvould be bnd for mosntion, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adopaon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m mnnufncturcrs' abihty to movate  for 
their customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equpment d enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they CM crate. n u s  wrll result m producta that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m m e  bang chargod more money for mfenor 
funcaondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcnst flag mondntn, I would actually bo lass lilrcly to make an mvestmant m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wrll not pay more for h c c r  that litrut my +ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@I television. Thank you for your m e .  

hcerely, 

John Spragens 
P.O. Box 61001 
Palo Alto, CA 94306 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Commumcahons Commission 
445 12th Saeet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  wntmg ta vaice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flqg" technology for dipd 
television. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel strongiy that such a pohcywould be bad for inovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adopbon of DTV. 

A robust, cornpebhve markt  for consumer deckomcs muat bo rooted m mnnufacmrcrr' aMty  to movate for 
their customers. Allowmg movle studios to veto features of DTV-reception eqrupent  d enable the studios to 
tell technolopsts what new products they CM crante. T h s  d result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers l i b  me actudly want, and it could result m ma b a g  c h q d  more money for rnfenor 
funcbonnlty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctudly be lass kkdy to mnLs M mvestrnent m DTV-cnpnble 
receivers and other c q u p e n t .  I d not pay more for h c e r  that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for diptd tclmsion. ?hank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Dand Mafm 
505 Kng St 
Suite 200 
La Crosse, WI 54601 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicnbons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dipd 
televlsion. As a consumer and ahzen, I feel atrondy that such a policywould be bad for movabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate ndophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve market for consumer elcctron~cs must be rooted m manufacturers' aWty to m o v a t e  for 
thar customers. Allowngmovle otudiorr to veto features of DTV-rccephon equpment will enable the studios to 
tell technolopsts what n w  products they can create. 'Rus wll result rn products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result m ma buing chprgsd more money for mfenor 
FuncbonPLty. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually bs lass Lksly to m&e an rnvostment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I w d  not pay more for denccr that Lrmt my r&ts at rhe behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtd television. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

I h p n  Ddley 
5710 Purdue 
Ammllo, TX 79109 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Wichael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually h less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Eric Hoeve 
140 Westridge Pkwy 
Verona. WI 53593 
USA 
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Octoba 13,2003 

commisPiona Michaal1 Cappm 
Federal Communicatiotu Commissirm 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wadungton, D C 20554 

Dear Michnel Copps, 

I am witiq to voice my opposition to m y  FCC-muhted daptim of '"brondcnrt thg tedudow fm digital telnridDn tu n c o m e r  
and ci- I fed strongly that such n policy would be bld fm innovntiom. oonnuna &hb. nnd tho ultimnte adoption of DN 

A robusf cormpetitive market for c ~ l u m e r  alaDtromics mrut be rooted in mmvfnoutm' nWly to h v n t a  for their cyltomcn &wing 
movie shldioa to veto fentures of DTV-reception equlpment will mble the rmdloi to tell t e c h n w  whnt now produetl thsy c m  
mente  XI will rcoult in product0 that drm't neceoidy rctlect whnt cmuumcn h me ndvllly wnnc and it could r e d t  in me being 
chnrged more money for infnior functionality 

If the FCC blues n broadcast flag mandnte, I would nctually bo leos h l y  to make an hveobnunt in DTV-capable receiven and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my &hb nt rhc behelt of Hollywood Pleame do not m d n t e  brondcut flag 
technology foa Wtnl televbion lhnnk you for your time 

sincerely, 

Sean Evans 
63 16 B f i  '3 
Burke, VA 22015 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposttlon to any FCGmandaW adoptkm of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglml te\wlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen. I feel strongly that such a POIICY would be bad for Innrwatlon, consumer rlghta snd the ultlmate 
adoptlon et D l V  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablltty to lnnrwate for thelf 
customen Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features ot m-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to t e l l  technolog!ah 
what new prcducb they can create Thls wlll result In producb thaf don't necesrarlly reflect M a t  consumen llke me 
actually mnf and It could result In me belng chnrged more money for lntcrlar functloneltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast tlag mandate I would actually be lesi Ilksly to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcee that llmk my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

John Flnley 
7501 Plnelent Place 
Austln, Tx 78757 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Comrmriioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communicahons Commssion 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washngon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Coppr, 

I am Wnbng to voice my opporiaon to my FCC-mandated dophon of "broadcast fl4 technology for +tal 
telemsion. As a consumer and amen, I fed strongly that such a pohcy would be bnd for mnovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compebbve markt  for conrumer electromcs must be rooted m mmufachlrerr' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. f i k m n g  movie sludlos to veto fenlures of m - r e c c p b o n  equpmcnt d enable the rtudios to 
tell technologstr what new products thay can cram. l h s  d rssult m products that don't necerady reflect 
what consumers l i b  me actudly want, m d  it could result m me b a g  chargad more money for rnfenor 
funcbondty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mandate, I would actudly be lass hkely to m& M mverhTlent m DTV-capable 
receivers md other equpment. I will not pay more for devices that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for drgtd tdenston. 'Ihmk you for your m e .  

Smcerely, 

Keith Schneider 
W141 N4929 Golden Fxeldr Dr 
Menomonee Fdls, W 53051 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am m t m g  to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgt.1 
television. As a consumer and ohzen, I fed sbongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
rights. and the ultunnte adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeutive masket for consumer clcctcomcs must be rooted m rnanufacturcrr' abilrty to m o v a t e  for 
their customers. Mowing mome shldos to veto features of m - r a c e p h o n  equipment d l  enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can craate. This MLI rsoult in product0 that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result m me bang charged more money for mfenor 
fuchondtty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flq mandate, I would actually be less U y  to make an mvestment m IYTV-capable 
receivers and other c q u p e n t .  I wll not pay more for h c e 5  that h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dtg1t.1 talmsion. ll-,ank you for your tunc. 

Smcerely, 

W d i m  Finpatnck 
6701 Ontano St 
Spnngfidd, VA 22152 
USA 
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October 13.2003 

CommiedoM Michael J Coppi 
F e d d  Cnmmunicntim Commission 
445 12th S k e q  NW 
Wwhington, D C 20554 

Denr Michael Coppe, 

I m m i h  to voice my opposition to my FcCmMdpted ndoptkol of " W n r t  &# tenhmbgy for &tal tclcvidon ~l n c o m e r  
and atizen, I feel nkor@y that much a p d o y  would be bnd for hvnticu~, c-er 

A r o b m  competitive mwket for cmumer  electrMicm mud be rooted in rnmufadwd nbiliw to innovate fcu thck mmmsn. Auowing 
movie rmdioa to veto fenturen of DTV-reception quipment dl a b l e  the rmdios to tcll tenhmb@ what new produem they CM 

mente TI& wiU r e d t  in producu that dm7 ncceirnrily reLct  what cmuumm like me potuslly mt, nnd it could rerult in me bdng 
charged mme money fm inferior htiCn&ly 

lfthe FCC umes n broadcast flag mandate, I would Mtuplly bo loon likely to mplra M inverbnmt in DTV-capable roceivm d o h  
equipment I wiU not pny m m  for devices thst 1Mt my d&m at thc bchelt of Hollywood Pleue do not mandate bmadcnrt tlag 

d tha uliimate PaDptirm n f m .  

technology fm dig+tal televirion Thpnk you fm your time 

Sincerely, 

Jew Jemmen 
3109 Knox St it648 
Ddne. TX 75203 
USA 
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October 13. 2003 

Cornmissloner Mlchael J copps 
Fedeml Communlcatlons tommlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Deer Michael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposhlon to any FCGmandated ndnptlon d"broadcatt flag" technology lor dlglhl talwlsion As e 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such P pollcy would be bad lor  Innovrtbn, consumer rlghts end tha ultlmak, 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, cornpetlth'e market lo r  consumer electronkr mutt be rooted In manuhctunn' abllhy to l n n m b  lor thelr 
customen Allewlng mwle studlor to veto ferturem d DN-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll rerult In prnducb that don't neceamrlly reflect what consumen Ilk me 
actually mn t ,  and R could rerult In me belng charged man money lor lnkrlor functlonalitf 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I w u l d  actually be lm I lb ly  to mnka an Investmant In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I will not pay mom tor d w k e l  that llmtf my rlgha at the behast d Hollywood Please do net mendate 
broadcast flag technology lor  d lgb l  talsvlalon Thank you lor your t h e  

Sincerely, 

Steve Latsch 
321 1 Parkwood Ave 
Toledo, OH 43810 
USA 
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October 14. 2003 

Commlssbner Mlchael J copps 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Stmat, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrRlng to wlce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adop4m d "bmsdast rlag" technology (or dlgttal tslevlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad b r  Innovatbn, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon or DN 

A robust competkke market b r  conwmer electmnlcs must be r n d d  In manuhetunrs' ablllty to Innovate b r  thelr 
cuStOmen Allawlng movle studlas to ve(a (baturea d DN-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In prndueb that don't necessarily reflect whi t  consumers Ilke me 
actually mnt, and R could result In me belng charged mom money b r  Inferbr fundonnllty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mnndate. I would actually be less llkely to make an lnveament In DN-capable recehren 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more lor devlcm that llmn my rlghta I t  the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandnte 
broadcast nag technology lor d lgh l  blevlslon Thank you (or your t h e  

sincerely, 

T E Smlley 
1129 Moore St 
Phlladelphle. PA 19148 
USA 



October 13. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlona Commlaabn 
445 12th Stm, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mkhael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlan to any FCCmandated ndoptlon olnbrondcnstflag" technology lor dlQltsl t e l m l o n  As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that Such a pollcy would be bnd lor Innmtlon. consumer rlghtS, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon el D N  

A robust. competttbe mark& far consumer aleetmnks must be roetad In manuhcturera' rblllPy to Innmte l o r  thelr 
customen Allavlng mwle studlos to veto haturem ol DN-recepnon equlpment wlll enable the studlos b tell tachnologlrts 
what new products they can create Thln wlll renuk In producb that don't neeaJI.rlly refleet what consumcn I lk me 
actually wpnt. and R could result In me belng chargad mom monay lor In(arkx functbnalw 

I7 the FCC Iaauea a broadcast fag msndrts, I would .dually be law Ilkelyto make an Inwtrnent In DN-cipable reeelvem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor d&M that limb my tights at the behest ol Hollymod Please do not mandata 
broadcast flag technology l or  dlgttnl televlnlon Thank you lor your tlms. 

Slncerely. 

Dennls Owens 
30 Renwlck Ave 
Staten Island, NY 10301 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Cappi 
Federal Communicatiom Commbmon 

Wwhh@on. D C 20354 

Dear Michael Coppi. 

1 MI writing to voice my oppalition to m y  FCCmmdated pdoption of r " h d c a v t  tlq" technology fm digital te*vidrm & P o o m e r  
and citizen. I fael strongly thst m h  a policy would be bad fm h v A m .  o m u  right#. nnd tha ultimata adoption of DTY 

A robwt competitive market for c~~ Slsctrrmiol m u t  ba rootod in msn- ibliiy to h v n t a  for thcir 0Urtmnm-m. Wowing 
movie rtudioi to veto f ea tmi  of DW-reCeptiOn equ5pment Hill enable the rhldiDa to tcll tochnnlo&b whnt new products they can 
mate  7% wiU reoult in producb that h't m c c n d y  refbct what cmvuman lik.c ma acludy want, md it could renrlt in me b+ 
charged more money for inferior hrnctirmnlity 

If the FCC Lnuei a brondcslt t lq  mandata, I would d y  bo h a  Udy to maka M hvartmmt in W - c a p b l c  recuvm and otha 
equipment I wiU not pay m m  for dcvica thpt limlt my 
technology for digital televiuim ?hank you fm your time 

sincerely, 

445 12th Strta,  Nw 

at the beheat of Hollywood %ME do not mandate bmndcprt @ 

Carey Cnmpdne 
788 Columbus Ave Apt 5D 
New York, NY 10025 
USA 



October 13, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology fo r  digital television As a consumer and citizen. 5 feel 
strongly that such a policy would h bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rwted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studlos to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like mn actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that l i m i t  my rights at the hhest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thad you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Richard Coleman 
4 4  Jefferson St 
Bangor. ME 04401 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCGmandated edoptlon d "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltnl televlslon & a 
consumer and CRlzen. I feel strongly that such a wlky wauld be bad lor Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate - .  . .  - 
sdoptlon d DTV 

A robust. competkbe market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllm/ to ~ n n m t e  lor thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlor to veto (arturea of DlV-reception equlpmentwlll enable the studlor to tell tschnologlsta 
what new producb they can create Thls wlll nsult  In products that don't nemmarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnhrlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Isaues a broadcast flag mandate I w u l d  ictually be lass llkely to maks an Investment In DTV-capable recehgrs 
and other aqulpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlcei  that llmtf my rlghtll at the behaat d Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  talwlolon Thank you (or your tlme 

sincerely, 

Davld Hlll 
8149 S Monaco Clr 
Centennlal, CO 801 12 
USA 
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October 13,2003 

CommbrioM Michael J Cappu 
F e d 4  Communicatiotu Cornmiusinn 
445 12th strccr Nw 
Wnnhh@n,DC 20554 

Dew Michpcl Coppi, 

I m vnitiiq to voice my opposition to m y  F C C m d t e d  ndoptlon of "broa&ut hg technology for dtgitpl televLion b p1 connunu 
and citizen, I fed stro~@y thnt m h  n poky  would ba bnd for hvniim!.  om^ +b. and the ulhate  adoption of W 

A mburt. competitive mnrket for c m u u m m  cktmnicm m u d  be rooted m m m u h t w m '  nblllly to hovntc for thek curtmnen auOwing 
movie rmdioi to veto fenturci of LlTV-nccption Ulutpmsnt WU mhlc the mtud&u to tall teclmdo&a w h t  new prductl they can 
crcntc This will r e d t  in p d u c b  that h't n c c c i i d y  raLbt what cotumnm like me pchlnlly mt. and it could rcrult in me b c i q  
chpgad mcue money for mfmor h c t i o d t y  

If the FCC fruei n brandcart tlq mpndpte, I would sctuauy b4 tr Uoly to mnkc an invartmmt in DTV-onpable momvm and o h  
equipment I will not pny more for devices thnt Mt my r@b nt the behest of H d p o o d  Pleus do not mnndnte bmn6cdCprr llq 
technology for digital televiiion Thank you for y o u  time 

sincerely, 

D Bailey 
2 Old orchnrd Lane 
OrchdPwLNY 14127 
USA 
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October 1 2 .  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a custoner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a palacy would be destructive to innovation, consumer rights. 
and the ultimate adoption of DTV 
(the entertainment industry) ahead of the legitimate interests of the rest of the 
country That would be exceedingly had policy. and one hopes that the interests 
of the public will be considered ahead of the interests of one well-monied group 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what people like myself actually want, and i t  
could result in being charged more money for inferior functionality It could 
also cause users to eschew the new technologies and stall adoptIan of newer 
standards. and cause new products to fail in the marketplace 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I will be much less likely to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment 
devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Joe Brockmeier 
7520 E Harvard Ave 
Unit 305 
Denver. CO 80231 
USA 

Further. it puts the interests of one group 

Allowing movie studios to 

I will not pay norc for 
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October 12, 2003 

tommlrsloner Mlchael J topps 
Federal Communleatlone Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposition to any Ftt-mandnted adoption of "broadcast fleg" technology for d lgh l  telwlslon & B 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be tad (or Innorntbn, consumer rlghb, end the ultlmate 
adoptlon et D N  

A robust, eornpetltke market for consumer electmnlcl must be m&d In manuhcturen' abllky to lnnomte (or thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto faaturea a( DlV-recepflon equlpmcnt All enable the Sudlos to tell technologltts 
what new products they can create Thh wlll reault In products that don't necewarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually mn t ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inhflof runctbnalky 

ir the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandab, I would actually be h a  likely m make an kvaetment In DN-capable racehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll net pay mora (or d w W  that llmk my @hta rtme behest of Hollywood Please do nbt mandate 
broadcant flag technology for dlgltrl tawl l lon Thank you (or your t h e  

Slncarely, 

Gllbefi Rankln 
169 Marvlm Way 
San Franelseo, CA 94131 
USA 



October 12, 2003 

Commlriloner Mlchael J Copps 
Pedera Communlcatlons Commlaslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I em wrltlng to wlce my opposklon to any FCCmandated ndoptlon of "bmndmstflag" technology b r  dlgltal televlslon As B 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a poky  would be bad lor  LnnWn, consumer rlghta and the ultlmste 
adoptlon cd D N  

A robust. cornpetitbe market tor consumer e lemn lc r  muat be footed In manuhburenl ablllty to Innovate lor thclr 
CUStOmelS Allowlng mwle studloi to veto features d DN-receplbn equlpment will enable the atudloa to tall tachnolaglrb 
what new produch they can create. Thls wlll result In pmducb that don't neecssirlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor lnhrlor hrnctlonall@ 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast Rag mandate I would actually be 1098 Ilkely to m o b  an lnwutment In DTV-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or devka8 that limn my r b h b  at the bahest cd Holly~ood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltll telsvblon Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncemly. 

beamond Ramzan 
2225 Wallace Ave 
Bronx, NY 10487 
USA 



October 13, 2003 

Commlsaloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Cmmunlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

b a r  Mlchael copps, 

I am wrklng to velce my opposklon to any FCGmandrtsd mdopaon cd "bmadcamtllmg" technology for dlgltal talevlslon bs a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovptlan, eanaumer rlghts, and tha ultlmata 
a d o w n  of DlV 

A robust competitke market lor consumer electronics must be m&d In manuhcturen' ablllty to lnnovpte lor thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features a( DN-receptlan equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlab 
what new produrn they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necemrlly rnfleetwhrt coniumen Ilke me 
aetually want, and It could result In me belng Charged more money for In(erbr lundlonallty. 

If the FCC lsaues a broadcast flag mandata I would a&ally be leas Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvsrs 
and other crqulpment I wlll not pay more for devlcas that llmk my r!ghts at the behest ol Hollyv+ood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you br your tlme 

Slncerely 

Domlnlck Bruno 
13i 1 Central Avenue 
Hlghland Park, NJ 08904 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 

Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to wlce my opposklon to any FCGrnandnted adoptlon ol"bmndenstflag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer 8nd cklren, I feel strongly that such I pollcy would be b i d  lor Innmtlon. consumer rlghh. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A rnbua, competltke market for consumer electronlea must be rootsd In rnanuhcturen' ablltty to lnnwata for thelr 
c u m m e n  Allwlng movle dudlos to veto featurea of DN-receptlon equlpment Mll ennble the nudlos to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thl l  will result In products that don't neecsairlly reflect what consumers like me 
actually want, and n could result In me being charged more money lor lnhrlor hrnctlonality 

If the FCC Issues a braadcast (lag mandata. I w l d  actdally be lam llknly to malm an Investment In DN-capable mcaivers 
and other aqulpment I wlll not pay mom lor devlcer that llmk my rlghb at the behest ol HollVwood Please do not mandnta 
broadcast flsg technology lor dlgltal telsvlalon Think you lor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

445 12th Street, NW 

John Cutter 
43 Hunters Run 
Newtawn Square, PA 19073 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

commleshner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 c 20554 

Dear Mlehael Copps, 

I am wrklng to volce my opposttlon ta any FCGmandated adopthn ol "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltel televblon PS a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pdllcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adeptlon a( O N  

A robust competnke market for eonaumer e l e m n k a  must be rooted In manuhctunm' ablllly to Innovate for thelr 
cuftdmen Allawlng mwle studlor to veto baturns ol DN-receptlan qulprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell techneloglrts 
what new producta they can create Thlr wlll result In p d u e h  that dent necasrarlly M e e t  whi t  eonsumen Ilk me 
actually m n t ,  and k could result In me belng charged mors money 101 Inrerlor tunct!enaltt+ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandnte, I wu ld  ickrally be less Ilksly to make an Investment In ON-capable recelvcm 
and Other equlpment I will not pay more for dwkea that llmk my rlghta at me behest of HollyWood Please do nm mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  blevlmlon Thank you for your the .  

sincerely, 

Chrlstopher Capoeela 
5188 LongrMe h 
Westervllle, OH 43081 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Commlsabner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to wlce my opposttlon to any FCCmandated adoptbn d"broadcartrlag" technology for dlgltal televslon AS a 
consumer and cBren, I ?eel strongly that Such a poky would be tad  lor Innovltbn, consumer rlghm, end the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competttlvc market lo r  conrumer e l e m n l a  must be meted In manuhetumn' ablltly to l nnmte  lor thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle rtudlos to veto h t u m  ol DN-recepHon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell kchnologlsts 
what new product9 they can create Thla wlll mault In product9 that don't neceraarlly Wleet what consumers Ilke me 
actually m n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor runctlonily 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be 1-08 Illcely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetvers 
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor d e v l m  thmt llmn my rlghtr at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technOlogy for dlglhl tnlevlsldn Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Erk Greenwood 
44 Sycamore Rldge 
Honeoye Falls, NY 14472 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consuner and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This vi11 result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

David Kane-Parry 
37 Brookdale St 
Roslindale. MA 02131 
USA 
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October 13, 2003 

Comrmrsioncr Uchacl J. Copps 
Federd Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I nm w n m g  to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast flpp" technology for dptd 
telmsion. As i consumer and ohzcm, I feel strondy that such a polcyvould be bad for umovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve mar!& for conrumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty to mnovate for 
thar customers. Allovnng mone studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpment d ennble the shldos to 
tell technologists what new products they CM create. l h s  d result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually wanb and i t  could result in me bemg charged more money for infenor 
funchondity. 

If the FCC issues a broadcist flng mandate, I would acctudy be le66 kkaly to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equpment. I d not pay more for h c e s  that k t  my npfits at the behest of Hollywood 
Please do not mandate broadcast flog technology for di&l television. Thauk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Peter Welsch 
117 N. Furnew St. 
Apt. A 
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October 12, 2003 

CommlssMner Mkhael J Copps 
Federal Communlcntlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngmn, D c 20554 

Dear Mlcheel Copps, 

I am wrltlng to wlcc my opposition to any FCCmandnted ndoptlon of 'bmsdcnst flag" technology lor dlglhl tnlevblon As n 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bod lo r  lnnmtbn,  consumer rlghtr, and the uklmate 
ndoptlon d D N  

A robuSt, competttve market lor consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In mnnuhcturen' nblllty to l nnmte  for thelr 
cus+omen Allowlng movle studlor to wto (anturea of DlV.receptlen nqulpmant wlll enable the studbs to tell technologlsts 
what new prnducb they can create Thb wlll maul( In pmducta thnt don't neecrrnrlly mflect whnt eonsumen Ilke me 
actually want. and R could result In me bahg charged mom money tar lnlarbr fun&nnllty 

If the FCC Iswas a broadcast ring mnndnta, I w u l d  ncWnlly ba 1-0 lllrsly to m o b  an Investment In DTV-crpobln racshn 
and other equipment I will not pny mora tar d f&na  thnt llmtl my rlghtn nt the behnst of Hollywood Plensa do nat mrndata 
broadcnst flog technology lor dlglhl telwlalon Think you for your Ume 

Slncerely. 

Beau Huter 
101 Spruce St 
PO Bay 386 
Wllton, IA 52778 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Commlsaloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrRlng to volce my oppostlon to any Ftt-mandated odopaon d "broadus4 flag" technology for dlgltel televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innovlrtlon, consumer rlghm, and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon e( D N  

A robust, competltlve market for consumer elecbanlcr must be mted In manuhchrren' abllily to Innmte  lor thelr 
cuotamen Allbwlng movk Studlor to veta haturea ol DN-receptbn equlpment wlll anible the rtudbs to tell technologlak 
what new products they can create Thla will raruk In pmductr that dan't nacemrlly Mect what conaurnen Ilks me 
actually want, and t could result In me belng charged more money tor Inhrbr (unctlonelky 

If the FCC Issuea P broadcast flag mandate I w u l d  actually be 189s llksly (0 malie on Investment In DN-capable r e c e k n  
and Other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devleea that llmtl my flghb at the behest d Hollywood Pleasa do nbt mandate 
broadcant flag technology for dlgltnl televlnlon. Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Joe Dher 
2732 Wwdmont Dr 
Durham, NC 27705 
USA 


